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An interest in the material vestiges of prehistoric human activities goes 
back, especially in South Africa, nearly as far as in Europe and the ·united 
States. Without much question, however, the progress and consolidation of 
such inquiries into the past proceeded at a slower pace in Africa, for reasons 
too obvious to require much elaboration. The very size of the area, dearth of 
personnel, limited institutional support, and the e;,er-present political and 
economic concerns of colonialism certainly all played a part. A number of 
devoted individuals nonetheless persisted, and to them we owe a considerable 
debt. 
As archaeology approaches its maturity, there has been a tendency to look 
backward toward its roots as a means of better appreciating the events and 
processes that have contributed to the present condition of the field. While 
a number of articles and books have appeared which discuss the development of 
archaeolgy in other world-areas, rather few major published resources exist on 
this subject for Africa itself. In 1935, A.J .H. Goodwin wrote a fairly full 
treatise on the history of archaeological investigations up to that point in 
South Africa, 1 and Thurstan Shaw more recently produced a much shorter, but 
still useful, paper of this kind on Nigeria.2 Other writers have devoted 
brief portions of regional syntheses3 to historical background, and occa-
sionally there have been reviews of prior work at particular localities such 
as Olduvai Gorge4 or Meroe. 5 In other instances, current researchers have 
summarized previous investigations relating to specific cultures or industries 
with which they have been concerned. Then there are, of course, the publica-
tions of earlier archaeologists, some of which now qualify as historical docu-
ments themselves. 
In summarizing the sequence of developments south of the Sahara, three 
primary periods, or stages, are identified. The first of these is the 
"pioneer period," as it is frequently termed in Africa as elsewhere: that is, 
the era before World War I. The second encompasses the years from approxi-
mately 1920 to 1945, and the third the decade-and-a-half following the Second 
War. Each of these had its own characteristics, as wil 1 be outlined below, 
and in general follows patterns similar to those observed in Europe and the 
Americas. This brief survey concludes, somewhat arbitrarily, about 1960, at a 
point when some important changes began, or at least were noticeably in prog-
ress, that had the effect of _ altering the nature and foe i of archaeological 
research. Some of these changes were internal (including the rash of new 
early-hominid discoveries); others reflect external events that had an impact 
in Africa as well (such as increasing reliance in radiocarbon and· other means 
of "absolute" dating). During this interim also the inception of a "new 
archaeology," utilizing new conceptual tools and more sophisticated quantita-
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tive methods, promises to modify the discipline indelibly as it moves from 
largely descriptive to more explanatory levels of analysis. 
The Pioneer Period 
As early as 1721, the Bishop of Mozambique presented a report to the Royal 
Academy. of History in Lisbon on rock paintings of animals which had been found 
in his diocese. The first to copy or record them in Southern Africa appears 
to have been Johannes Schumacher in 1776-1777,. although art of this kind was 
being identified with the Bushmen at least 25 years before .that.6 From the 
later seventeenth century (such as in Jan Van Riebeeck's Journal, 1652-1662), 
numbers of explorers, travelers, missionaries, and early residents described 
the various local indigenous peoples ...: San, Khoi, "Strandlopers, 11 and Bantu -
with whom they came into contact, their accounts providing a valuable resource 
for interpreting and reconstructing late prehistoric lifeways of the areas in 
question. In 1822, explorer W.J. Burchell, for example, commented on bored 
stones being used as digging-stick weights and, noting this, Darwin later 
•remarked on their similarity to ones from South America in The Voyage of the 
Beagle (1860). Others addded observation~ on stone-flaking, pottery manufac-
ture, and pigment-use by their African contemporaries. 
In this period, too, some Europeans in the interior saw and described 
abandoned settlements of late Iron Age date. The earliest known illustra-
tion7 of one of these, albeit incidental to a drawing of a rhinoceros hunt, 
was produced in 1835 by Cornwallis Harris in the Magliesberg Valley, Trans-
vaal. Among the first to write about such ruins in the province, six years 
earlier, had been the evangelist and explorer, Robert Moffat.8 About the 
same time, Sir James Alexander included three color plates of rock paintings 
in his book, Expedition of Discovery into the Interior of Africa (London 1838, 
Vol. II, pp. 314-315). 
In the late 1850s - as Boucher de Perthes was trying to convince a skepti-
cal scientific world of the authenticity of his handaxes from the French 
localities of Abbeville and St. Acheul - Thomas H. Bowker of the Albany area, 
Cape (who is often regarded as the "father of archaeology in South Africa") 
was collecting Paleolithic· implements in his neighborhood. Meantime, Richard 
Thornton, geologist with Livingstone's Zambezi Expedition, discovered the 
first stone tools in Natal and at the mouth of the Zambezi itself. In 1866, 
Andrew Anderson illustrated Later Stone Age rock engravings as far north as 
the Limpopo. 9 Three. years later, as he and Thomas Huxley were competing for 
the presidency of the newly-formed Anthropological Institute of Great Britain 
and Ireland, Sir John Lubbock (who coined the terms "Paleolithic" and "Neo-
lithic") wrote a report on some lithic assemblages found in the Cape by 
Langham Dale and C.J. Busk.IO This was followed by a brief paper comparing 
South African stone implements with ones from Europe and the Near East, and 
Dale himself begn publishing notes on various Cape sites in which he noted the 
parallels between tools or pottery from these and examples made and used by 
nineteenth-century Africans. 
By the 1870s, diamond discoveries in the Vaal also resulted in ·the recov-
ery of stone artifacts from the gravels being exploited. Emil Holub, a Czech 
traveler, studied rock engravings around Kimberley at this time, dividing them 
in stylistic groups in an effort to date them.11 The well-known· early eth-
nographer, E.J. Dunn, attempted the first comprehensive summary of South Afri-
can prehistory at the end of the decade, although it was weak on matters of 
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· provenience and the like.12 Unfortunately also, he emigrated to Australia 
in about 1880, taking with him most of the collections in his possession • 
. J.C. Rickard's 1881 account, based on his collections from East London, Port 
Elizabeth, and the Riet and Modder Rivers, was somewhat more successfui.13 
Around· the same period, Richard Andree wrote a b.rief synthesis for the entire 
continent, 14 probably a rather premature venture. The initial description 
of lithic specimens from the Transvaal, in 1883, was by H. W. Fielden, 15 who 
later collected some of the first stone tools at Victoria Falls. 
Inevitably the collectors also had a hand at digging up relics, especially 
at first in coastal shell middens. During the early 1870s there was spirited 
debate as ·to whether these accumulations were altogether natural. or the result 
of human activities. By 1880 or so, investigators like T. Bain and William 
Molyneux were conducting "excavations" in the Cape and Natal, respectively, 
and before the end of the century George Leith was working at Mossel Bay, a 
major Cape site, and dug in a Transvaal cave at Wonderboompoortl6 (where he 
failed to notice a huge early Paleolithic site nearby that was not discovered 
until 1957). Dr. Daniel Kannemeyer of the Orange Free State produced a nota-
ble piece of work in which he compared prehistoric stone artifacts, rock art, 
and pigment-use with those of the Bushmen.17 Another famous Briton, Sir 
John Evans (who first systematically classified prehistoric finds in England 
and thus became, with Lubbock, one of the pioneers of European archaeology), 
made a brief nod toward Africa when he read a paper to the Royal Society in 
London concerning Paleolithic tools from South Africa and Lac Karar, 
Algeria.18 
Something of a watershed was reached in South Africa in 1905, when the 
British Association for the Advancement of Science met in Johannesberg. In 
his presidential address to Section H, A.C. Haddon (with whom Louis Leakey 
later studied anthropology at Cambridge) urged local archaeologists to adopt 
scientific methods in their research, including use of the stratigraphic 
approach of geology. He 11lso suggested the establishment of an ancient monu-
ments protection act, although it was another 30 years before significant 
action was taken on this. Visiting members of the Association expressed great 
interest as well in the archaeological potential of the Victoria Falls gravels 
and· in Great Zimbabwe, as described below. 
Shortly after this, geologist J.P. Johnston attempted to place Transvaal 
prehistory in perspective via a pair of books published in 1907 .19 He em-
ployed the prevailing French system of terminology and classification, detrac-
ting somewhat from the value of his presentation which otherwise lay mainly in 
the illustrations. Meantime, Dr. L. Peringuey, Director of the South African 
Museum at Cape Town, did much the same service with his monograph for that 
area, 20 only at first dividing his materials into "Recent" (Bushman) and 
"Paleolithic." These and other similar efforts suffered from the fact that 
almost all of the evidence derived from surface collections, Haddon' s stric-
tures notwithstanding. Worth noting also from this pre-war period is the 
first (1908) version of Professor Sol las' Ancient Hunters, in which the Bush-
men were described as a relict Stone Age people. 
For many years the primary basis for a Pleistocene cultural/chronological 
sequence in South Africa rested on the complicated stratigraphy of the Vaal 
River gravel terraces. Investigations aimed at unravelling these have contin-
ued into recent years, but several individuals like Johnston, S .H. Haughton, 
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R.B. Young, and P.A. Wagner carried out important studies there prior to World 
War I. While all these men were geologists by training, there appears to have 
been a happy conjunction of paleontological, archaeological, and geological 
concerns in these endeavors right from the outset. 
A Transvaal farmer, J.P. Botha, discovered the first fossil hominid of the 
country in 1913, setting off what was to be a lengthy controversy. The Boskop 
cranium came to he viewed as representative of a late Pleistocene population 
ancestral to modern Khoisan groups, an idea whose popularity finally faded out 
only after the middle of the century. Of greater importance is the fact that 
a scientific research group (consisting of Haughton, Peringuey, and R.B. 
Thompson) was soon appointed to conduct a joint investigation of the site -
perhaps the first of its kind in South Africa and certainly one of the first 
in the continent. 
Beyond the Limpopo, even more exciting discoveries ~ere being made as 
Europeans pressed northward in search of more gold. From the sixteenth cen-
tury onward, vague reports of a fabulously rich kingdom in the interior ema-
nated from the Portuguese entrepot of Sofala in northern Mozambique. Milton 
spoke of "Sofala thought Ophir" in Paradise Lost, and fantasies about Solomon 
and Sheba continued for the next 300 years. Stimulated by such thinking, 
German geologist Carl Mauch found his way to Great Zimbabwe in 1871, guided by 
his compatriot Adam Render, a local trader. Mauch' s subsequent description 
brought the ruins to popular attention, and interest in them has never 
ceased. When asked about the age of the buildings, the inhabitants of the 
area are said to have observed to Mauch that "the walls were built at a time 
when the stones were still very soft, otherwise it would have been impossible 
for the whites who built the walls [sic] to form them into a square shape. 1121 
In 1890, Cecil Rhodes' British South Africa Company occupied the region. 
Rhodes himself helped disseminate the idea that Zimbabwe was Ophir, and the 
concept of an ancient Caucasian civilization once_ dominating this part of 
Southern Africa came to be, unwittingly or not, a potent propaganda device for 
justifying colonialism. Citations in the white-dominated Rhodesian press 
concerning · Mediteranean or Near Eastern influences at Zimbabwe continued al -
most up to the point when that country attained independence (and became the 
only nation in the world named after an archaeological site). 
It was quickly realized that stone ruins of this kind might provide an 
easy means of obtaining gold. With such sources in mind, the Rhodesia Ancient 
Ruins Company was incorporated in 1895, with exclusive rights assigned by 
Rhodes to "explore and work for treasure." Between then and 1900, although 
slowed down for a time by the Matabele Rebellion, more than 50 ruins as well 
as many burials were looted for this purpose. Most of the finds have long 
since disappeared, but it is estimated that these depredations netted an aver-
age of less than 10 oz. of gold per site. This interlude was a little curi-
ous, for in 1891 the B.S.A. Company, the Royal Geographic Society, and the 
British Association together had sponsored a scientific investigation of Zim-
babwe by a well-known European antiquarian, J.T. Bent. He excavated both in 
the Elliptical Building and at the Hill Ruin, concluding on the slenderest 
evidence that Sabaean Arabians were• responsible for their construction. 22 
The activities of the Ruins Company led to enough outcry that its director 
gave all the Company's information on the site to journalist Richard N. Hall. 
Based on that material, Hall put together his first book, The Ancient Ruins of 
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Rhodesia (London, 1902), in which he identified four major building episodes 
at Zimbabwe, beginning with the Sabaeans and followed by the Phoenicians. In 
1902, he was appointed Curator of the Ruin, and thus began the sorriest por-
tion of the site's history. Untrained and undisciplined, he exceeded his 
charge by digging in the most indiscriminate fashion, removing up to· 10 or 12 
feet of deposits in some places, almost totally destroying the stratigraphy 
and effecting more damage than had already been done by prospectors. While 
finishing his work, he completed another volume, Great Zimbabwe (London, 
1905). By this time, the B.S.A. Company had fl.red him from its employ, but 
his interpretations were widely accepted for many years by the colonial sec-
tor. In 1905, the Rhodes Trustees funded an investigation by an experienced 
archaeologist in conjunction with the South African meeting of the British 
Association. The man chosen was David Randall-Maciver, who had worked with 
famed Egyptologist W.M. Flinders Petrie for some years. Although his conclu-
sions were disputed by the "ancient civilization" advocates, Maclver saw no 
reason to invoke non-African influences at Zimbabwe,23 and he was supported 
in this by Sir Arthur Evans (excavator of Minoan Knossos), Sir John Myres 
(Secretary of the Royal Anthropological Institute), and other leading 
scholars. His chronological conclusions were correspondingly different; he 
believed the ruins to be mostly of sixteenth-century date, with some of the 
initial stonework being perhaps a few centuries earlier. As it transpired, he 
was not far off the mark. No further excavation was carried out until the 
British Association engaged another Petrie protege, Gertrude Caton-Thompson, 
to do so in 1929. 
Meanwhile, som~what more mundane archaeological discoveries were being 
made as wel 1. To the northwest, in Matabeleland, the first stone tools were 
found near Bulawayo in about 1900. It was to this area, too, that a young 
missionary named Neville Jones came a decade or so later. His interest in 
archaeology, beginning with the discovery of the Hope Fountain site on his own 
mission in 1913, led him into a career as one of Southern Africa's leading 
prehistorians that continued until his death in 19 54. By 1917-18, he had 
begun work on Bambata Cave, a very important stratified Stone Age site. This 
probably constituted the most scientific excavation conducted in the subcon-
tinent up to that time. 
At .Victoria Falls, which was to become the key to the Pleistocene geolog-
ical and prehistoric sequence of south Central Africa, stone implements were 
being recovered from the Zambezi gravels, first by Fielden and A.J.C. Molyneux 
and then by G.W. Lamplugh and Professor H. Balfour, who found the first hand-
axe there in 1903.24 Molyneux also described tools of Early Stone Age type 
from the Lusemfwa Vallley in North-west Rhodesia. In 1907, ·F.P. Mennell and 
E.C. Chubb25 wrote a report on the geology, fossil fauna, and Paleolithic 
implements from the Broken Hill Mine in central Northern Rhodesia, which later 
(1921) yielded the only complete Neanderthaloid skull yet known from Sub-
Saharan Africa, and Franklin White added some more observations on the arti-
facts from the site.26 
The original discoveries of stone tools in the Congo basin were made by 
explorers, early missionaries, and technicians toward the end of the nine-
teenth century. In 1882, Captain Hore (who built the London Missionary 
Society's steamboat, "The Good News") found bored stones along the shores of 
Lake Tanganyika, and many Paleolithic implements were recovered in 1883-84 at 
Manyanga on the Lower Congo by Commandant C. Zboinsky, one of Stanley's offi-
cers during the time when the latter was helping Leopold II establish the 
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Congo Free State. About this time Georg Schweinfurth, the naturalist-
explorer, picked up some polished stone axes at Mt. Tenna in the Ituri 
region. He subsequently gave these to Emin Pasha (Eduard Schnitzer), the 
eccentric German doctor who was governor of Equatoria under General "Chinese" 
Gordon and who was rescued against his will (presumably~ axes) after the 
fall of Khartoum by an obdurate Stanley. 
By 1899, such collections were sufficiently numerous to allow X. Stainier 
to write the first comprehensive summary of Congo prehistory, 27 based mostly 
on sites in the lower Congo but including a few in Katanga and the central 
Congo. His synthesis - primarily dealing with what we now know as the Lupem-
ban and Tshitolian industries - incorporated descriptions and illustrations of 
artifacts, distribution maps, and commentary on raw materials as well as the 
geological and topographic settings of the sites in question. Following V. 
Jacques' description of surface collections of tools from the lower Congo 
which had been sent back to the museum in Tervuren,28 little further archae-
ologic.al work of note was done until the 1920s. 
Professor J.W. Gregory (after whom the Eastern Rift was named) seems to 
have been the first to recognize stone tools in Kenya, beginning in 1893, and 
he later included a brief chapter on prehistory29 in his book, The Rift 
Valleys and Geology of East Africa. He was aided in this by various amateur 
collectors, particularly C.W. Hobley, during the pre-war years. Hobley, a 
government administrator, published a couple of his own notes on Kenyan finds 
as early as 1912-13 in the Journal of the East Africa and Uganda Natural His-
tory Society. Seton Karr, who had already collected archaeological materials 
in Somalia, wrote a short piece for Man in 1909 on some stone tools from a 
railway cutting near Nairobi. Most collections, however, went unpublished. 
There was a tendency for some while to regard al.l obsidian artifacts (the 
easiest to spot in this region), along with stone axes and stone bowls, as 
"Neolithic," although Gregory realized that some were undoubtedly Paleolithic. 
Perhaps the youngest of these collectors was the 13-year-old son of mis-
sionaries at Kabete, who began picking up obsidian tools around his home in 
1916. Young Louis Leakey was to make his greatest mark at Olduvai Gorge in 
northern Tanzania some· years later, but German geologist Hans Reck was already 
working there by 1913. His sole archaeological discovery, however, was of an 
anatomically-modern human skeleton which he mistakenly believed to be of Mid-
dle Pleistocene date. He later told Leakey that he had not recognized any 
stone tools at Olduvai because .he had been taught in Europe that Paleolithic 
implements were always made of flint (a material which does not occur in Sub-
Saharan Africa). Nonetheless, Reck collected many fossil animal remains and 
identified the major geological formations (Beds I-IV). Unfortunately both 
the faunal specimens and his maps and section-drawings were destroyed during 
World War II air raids on Berlin, a decade after his death. 
Another Ea.st Africa locality which has recently come to be associated ,.;ith 
early-man research is the delta region of the Omo River, at the head of Lake 
Rudolf (Turkana). The potential antiquity of geological exposures there was 
first observed by M. Sacchi of the 1896 Bottego Expedition, and six years 
later E. Brtimpf of the Bourg du Bozas Expedition collected the first fossil 
animal bones from the sediments. As an indication, incidentally, of just how 
remote and •inhospitable an area this is, comparable fossiliferous deposits 
just across the border in Kenya at Koobi Fora and Ileret were not discovered 
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(by Richard Leakey) until 1967, when current scientific research in the Omo 
had already commenced. 
Scone tools were being found in Italian Somali land s early as the 1880s, 
and Briimpf collected examples from 'about 40 surface sites in 1901 (eventually 
described by H. Breuil and Harper Kelley in 193630). A smaller suite of 
materials was recovered by the Stefanini-Paoli Geological and Zoological Expe-
dition in 1913. In 1895, F. Jousseaume studied and wrote up collections made 
in British Somaliland by MacConkey several years earlier, and Seton Karr did a 
lot of collecting there from 1897 onward. Karr contributed specimens to 50 or 
so different museums, few of which seem to have any records concerning the 
exact sources of these holdings. In French Somaliland, no prehistoric finds 
appear to have been reported prior to Teilhard du Chard in' s visit in 1928-
1929. 31 
In the northern Horn, the Axumite civilization had never really been 
"lost," since Classical writers like Pliny and Ptolemy the geographer as well 
as early Arab ones were aware of its existence. The name itself may first 
appear in the f irstor second-century navigator's guide, The Periplus of the 
Erythraean Sea. By the nineteenth century, travelers had begun to describe 
Axumite sites and architecture and to copy inscriptions, but the initial major 
scientific work was by the German Mission to Axum in 1906, when all of the 
visible. monuments were drawn and photographed and the remains of the palace 
uncovered. 
Westward in Sudan, the Meroitic civilization (sixth century B.C. - fourth 
century A. D.) had not wholly disappeared from sight either. 32 Herodotus, 
although never getting that far south along the Nile, mentioned it by name as 
did other ancient writers such as Strabo, in the first century B.C. In modern 
times, Scottish explorer James Bruce traversed the site of Meroe itself in 
1722 but curiously f;,.iled to mention the royal pyramids. A century later, 
these and the city ruins were described and illustrated by F. Cailliaud, who 
had been there in 1821 and 1822. Meroe was visited almost at the same time by 
another Frenchman, Linant des Bellefonds, whose own high-quality illustrations 
of buildings and inscriptions went unpublished for the most part. John Gar-
stang finally established the actual identification of the site with ancient 
Meroe and excavated there from 1910-1914 on a fairly large scale, working on 
the town, the Sun and Lion Temples, and the cemeteries. The pyramids were not 
properly excavated until George Reisner of the Boston Museum of Fine Arts did 
so in 1920-23. In 1907-08, Randall-Maciver and C.L •. Wooley excavated the 
Meroitic sites of Areika and Karanog in Egyptian Nubia, and while Garstang was 
.at Meroe F. Ll. Griffith dug at Faras, where a large cemetery provided a Mero-
itic chronology based on pottery finds. 
In West Africa, the first lithic implements (stone axes) were reported by 
a Nigeria-based missionary, T.J. Bowen, in 1857, and during the initial decade 
or s6 of this century several "Guinea Neolithic" sites were investigated in 
that part of the continent. 33 Generally, however, interest in the Stone Age 
took a back seat,· to the more spectacular art finds associated with the Iron 
Age and contact period, particularly in Nigeria. Benin came to the attention 
of Europeans following the British Punitive Expedition of 1897,34 and its 
art for a long time was thought to be Portuguese-inspired at that. The first 
Ife antiquity seemingly was .obtained in 1830: a "stone" consisting of incom-
pletely remelted glass fragments from a crucible.35 But the earliest major 
item was the quartz stool given Sir Gilbert Carter by the On,i of Ife in 1896 
8 
and which in turn ended up in the British Museum. Some time around then the 
Museum also acquirred a terracotta head of Ife origin. It was, however, Leo 
Frobenius, on the Third German Inner Africa Expedition of 1910-11, who made 
Ife famous.36 He did the original ethnographic study of Ife, during which 
he encouraged Africans to dig up and sell him art objects. He and his assist-
ant "burrowed" (his own term) at Olokun Grove, obtaining some excellent terra-
cottas and a brass head, for which he is said to have paid £6 and a bottle of 
whiskey. In his opinion, he had found traces of a Greek colony dating to ca. 
1200-800 B.C. (not exactly a prime time for the Greeks, since this corresponds 
to their own Dark Age). It was not only Frobenius who promulgated this sort 
of thinking, for there has been a continued tendency to envision these cul -
tures and art traditions as having been Mediterranean - or even Egyptian -
inspired. Among the protagonists have been some prominent names, from Sir 
Harry Johnston and C.G. Seligman to Eva Meyerowitz, and even some African 
writers such as C.A. Diop.37 There is a clear parallel here to the biases 
associated with Great Zimbabwe. It was only with the later work of people 
like Bernard and Willian Fagg and Frank Willett (as with that of Maciver, 
Caton-Thompson, and their successors at Zimbabwe) that the balance of scien-
tific opinion shifted in favor of African origins. 
World War I to World War II 
The years between the wars saw the establishment of more rigorous excava-
tion techniques, further standardization of typologies and and terminology, 
and even greater efforts to achieve regional and interregional perspectives. 
As in Europe and the Americas, much of the focus was still on classification 
and chronology. All temporal schemes, of necessity, rested on relative-dating 
evidence: archaeological, geological, and faunal. It was at this time that 
the foundations of an overall Sub-Saharan climatic chronology, now regarded as 
being predicated on too many false premises, was formalized. The body of 
professionals remained woefully small, and for this reasoin it was a period 
dominated to a large extent by major personalities. The prehistoric map of 
some entire territories remained essentially blank or, at best, was only spot-
tily filled in. Yet in many respects it was remarkable how much was accom-
plished rather than how little, when one compares the resources then available 
in Africa as compared with those of Europe and the United States. 
Overall, more interest continued to be focused on the Stone Age; research 
on the Iron Age (and therefore on the cultural backgrounds and origins of 
contemporary ethnic groups as revealed by archaeology) was still in the fu-
ture, excepting in a few areas such as Nigeria, Rhodesia, and the Transvaal. 
Part of the reason for this may have been simply lack of concern with peoples 
who wer.e regarded as having no real history from the European viewpoint. 
Stone Age prehistory, on the other hand, had some real points of comparability 
with the Eurasian early prehistoric sequence while making it unnecessary to 
deal with recent Africans, other than perhaps those remnant hunter-gatherers 
who were seen to represent a kind of laboratory case for comparison and recon-
struction.38 
In South Africa, debates over prehistoric terminology and classification 
went on until 1926, when a conference at Pretoria, organized under the 
auspices of the South African Association for the Advancement of Science, 
brought the various protagonists together to see if some consensus could be 
reached.39 At this meeting, a dichotomy between Early Stone Age (Acheulian, 
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Victoria West, Fauresmith) and Later Stone Age (Wilton, Smithfield, Stillbay)· 
industries was established. A.J. H. Goodwin then introduced the concept of a 
"Middle Stone Age" at the Salisbury meetings of the South African Association 
in 1927, subsequently demonstrating this three-age system on the basis of 
stratified deposits at Montagu Cave. The entire scheme was presented in Good-
win and C. van Riet Lowe's The Stone Age Cultures of South Africa (Cape Town, 
1929), in which eight variants of the MSA were described along with Lowe's 
subdivision of Smithfield into A, B, and C industries. The Later Stone Age in 
this account "was seen to have its origins· in a basic Capsian and African 
Aurignacian, but • • • [Smithfield and Wilton] include elements that would be 
called 'Neolithic' in the Northern Hemisphere." 
There was more emphasis on local terminology now (the "Victoria West" 
designation, for example, being employed for those lithi_c assemblages fea-
turing use of the Levallois flaking technique), although "Acheulian" replaced 
"Stellenbosch" (a term introduced by Peringuey in 1899) when used to describe 
most handaxe industries. External influences, as above, were invoked quite 
freely - all too freely, as it transpired. The Middle Stone Age category "was 
necessitated by realization of a strong Middle Paleolithic influence in South 
Africa, 11 although it was observed that these Mousterian-like industries were 
later than those in Europe. Since then, chronological reassessments have 
suggested that much of what was termed MSA in fact does fall within the ear-
lier Upper Pleistocene, between 30-40,000 and 100,000 or more years ago, plac-
ing it in line with the Northern Middle Paleolithic. Austrian archaeologist 
Josef Bayer40 saw the African Aucheulian as being the product of a late 
handaxe-making population after it had evacuated Europe, a viewpoint very much 
in keeping with the diffusionist tendencies of the time. We now know that the 
earlier Acheulian of Africa antedates that of Europe by as much as a half-
milli_on to a mil-lion years. More accurate chronologies have likewise revealed 
that some microlithic-type industries in Africa had their inception 15,000 to 
30,000 or more years ago, long before those of Mesolithic Europe. 
During the early part of this period, a number of new investigators en-
tered the scene. J. Hewitt, after being appointed Director of the Albany 
Museum in 1910, excavated many caves and rock shelters, including Melkhoutboom 
and Wilton (on the basis of which he introduced the concept of a "Wilton Cul-
ture" in 1921). In Southern Rhodesia, Neville Jones excavated at Sawmills, 
Hope Fountain, Nswatugi Cave, and elsewhere as well as resuming work at Bam-
bata Cave. In 1926, he outlined the regional prehistoric sequence in ~ 
Stone Age in Rhodesia. Also, he .and A.L •. Armstrong made the first concerted 
effort to correlate the geology, climatology, and industrial succession at 
Victoria Falls.41 In 1936, Jones was appointed Keeper of Prehistory at the 
National Museum of Southern Rhodesia. Two well-known outsiders made some 
contributions during this period as well. Miles Burkitt, Lecturer in Pre-
history at Cambridge, arrived in South Africa in 1927 to help set up the meet-
ings of the British AsS'ociation to be held there again two years later. On 
his return to England, he wrote South Africa's Past in Stone and Paint (Lon-
don, 1928), a substantial piece of work made possible by his opportunity to 
review the area's archaeology first-hand. The eminent French prehistorian, 
Abbe_ Henri Breuil, also attended the 192_9 meetings, visiting sites in both 
South Africa and in Rhodesia, where he examined Jones' material and looked at 
additional rock-art. In a 1931 paper, he described the "Stellenbosch, 11 divi-
ding it into French-type stages. It was the beginning of a lengthy involve-
ment, for a decade later Prime Minister J.C. Smuts offered Breuil six years' 
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refuge from wartime France. During that exile, he worked extensively on Pale-
olithic materials and rock-art of South Africa and neighboring countries. 
In 1929, a human skeleton was found at Tuinplaats, where unlike the Boskop 
cranium it was clearly associated with an Upper Pleistocene fauna. Other 
fossil, or sub-fossil, remains were found at sites such as Floris bad, Cape 
Flats, and Springbok Flats. The last were described by Robert Broom, who was 
instrumental later in finding and evaluating much earlier hominids in the 
Transvaal. Raymond Dart and his students were carrying out research on Iron 
Age skeletons, but Dart's signal discovery came two years after his arrival in 
South Africa when, in 1924, he identified the first Australopithecine, from 
Taung (Buxton) in the northern Cape. 
South African prehistory during the inter-war years, however, was dom-
inated by two men: A.J.H. Goodwin and Clarence ("Peter") van Riet Lowe. Lowe 
had served as an artillery officer in World War. I, seeing service that took 
him to Palestine and to Egypt, where he collected handaxes.42 From 1923-28, 
as an engineer in charge of bridge construction in the Orange Free State, he 
recorded at least 300 archaeological sites, and his later work took him to the 
Cape and the Transvaal as well. In 1935, Smuts43 appointed him Director of 
the new Bureau of Archaeology (now Archaeological Survey). The University of 
the Witwatersrand in Johannesburg simultaneously gave him a professorship in 
archaeology: the first one south of the Sahara. Lowe then initiat.ed inten-
sive investigation of the Vaal River gravels and continued his work on the 
Later Stone Age. Influenced by E.J. Wayland's climatic reconstructions in 
Eas·t Africa he introduced them to the south and, in 1939, even collaborated 
with Wayland for a time at the invitation of the Uganda government. Based on 
collections made by the Verney-Lang Expedition, he published the first de-
scription (1935) of prehistoric material from Bechuanaland. (Botswana). During 
World War II, he and Breuil visited Mozambique at least a couple of times to 
lecture, advise on monuments protection, and examine sites. 
Upon his appointment to the University of Cape Town in 1923, John Goodwin 
became the first trained archaeologist to work in South Africa. Always an 
advocate of sound excavation procedures, he worked on a number of key sites 
and promoted the classificatory schemes already noted above. Rock-art was 
another lifelong concern of his, and like Breuil he emphasized accurate copy-
ing of such data from the originals. Both he and Lowe· always gave the great-
est encouragement to amateurs and cooperated with them extensively. To fur-
ther this aim, Goodwin played a major role in founding the South African 
Archaeological Bulletin, for over twenty years the only periodical in Africa 
devoted entirely to the subject of archaeology. 
Unlike many other parts of the continent, South Africa and Southern Rho-
desia were the scene of an early and fairly sustained development of Iron Age 
research. The British Association stepped in once more at Great Zimbabwe, 
sending Gertrude Caton-Thompson there in 1929 to renew investigations. Like 
Maciver, she had several years' fieldwork in Egypt behind her. Also, accom-
panying her was a young assistant named Kathleen Kenyon, who was to gain fame 
a quarter-century later as the excavator of early Jericho. Caton-Thompson, in 
her resultant monograph, The Zimbabwe Culture (Oxford, 1931), joined Mac Iver 
in supporting a Bantu ·origin for the complex, identifying two major build:i'.ng 
phases:· one in the eight/ninth and another in the thirteenth century. 
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In South Africa, as we have seen, interest in the Iron Age went back to 
the earlier nineteenth century, however unmethodical many of the efforts at 
recovery and description may have been. That interest was greatly enhanced in 
1933 when a prospector named van Graan discovered gold artifacts on the middle 
Limpopo at Mapungubwe. Excavations there in 1934-40 were initially directed 
by N. Jones with other specialists such as Lowe, John Schofield, Alexander 
Galloway, G. Gardner, and Leo Fouche (who published the primary report on 
it44) taking part. More gold was recovered along with Far Eastern imports, 
impressive local pottery, and burials. Apart from the Chinese celadon, which 
helped date at least part of the site to about A.D. 1200, Schofield recognized 
three types of indigenous wares, some of which were related to those of Zim-
babwe. Galloway, studying the human remains, declared them to be more Bush-
Hottentot than Bantu Negroid in character, giving rise to an idea held for 
·some time that the spread of Iron Age culture southward may have outstripped 
the actual movement of Iron Age populations themselves. Whether or not his 
impressions were correct, the notion of a straightforward Iron Age/Bantu or 
Later Stone Age/Khoisan equation has occasionally been challenged again in 
recent years. While Mapungubwe was being ·investigated another, similar site, 
Bambandyanalo, was excavated nearby. All of this stimulated further work in 
Southern Africa. 
Schofieid was the first person to correlate and systematize Iron Age 
chronologies for Southern Africa, using ancient and modern ceramics as the 
medium. Although trained as an architect, he was involved in archaeology from 
around 1921 when he became Assistant Director of Public Works for Southern 
Rhodesia. His later monograph, Primitive Pottery (Cape Town, 1948) provided 
the classificatory standard for the sub-continent insofar as ceramic studies 
were- concerned. 
While its true significance was not much recognized by the world's scien-
tific COIIllllunity at the time, the 1924 discovery of the Taung fossil opened the 
most important era. of prehistoric research in Southern Africa. Broom alone 
was impressed with Dart's "man-ape, 11 and by 1936 he began visiting the Sterk-
fontein limeworks outside Johannesburg regularly and was soon recovering simi-
lar fossils. Two years later, he was led to a nearby cave at Kromdraai by a 
schoolboy, where he· identified remains of a larger Australopithecine, A. 
robustus (Paranthropus). In 1946, Broom examined a third site in this local-
ity, Swartkrans, and an even greater number of robust us specimens resulted. 
From 1945, Dart and his students (including his ultimate successor, Philip 
Tobias) were investigating dumpheaps in the northern Transvaal at Makapan45 
and were soon collecting Australopithecine remains comparable to those of 
Taung and Sterkfontein. All were ultimately classed as~- africanus. It was 
not until after this, however, that the actual status arid very early date of 
these finds was established, especially since most authorities were still 
looking toward East and Central Asia as the setting for the earliest stages of 
hominid evolution. Nor was there, prior to 1959, anything else like these 
fossil hominids known in Africa or beyond. 
In 1921, much interest was attached to the discovery of the hominid skull 
from a mine at Broken Hill (Kabwe) in Northern Rhodesia. Studied by such 
eminent specialists as A. Woodward Smith and Ales Hrdlicka, this was the first 
real "early man" find. in Africa. Although called Homo rhodesiensis, it is 
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generally recognized as an early sapient form of Neanderthaloid affinities. 
Now provisionally dated around 110,000 years, it is still the best specimen of 
that type south of the Sahara. 
A young Cambridge graduate named J. Desmond Clark arrived in that country 
in 1938 to take up a position at the Museum in Livingstone. As he recently 
remarked about his early career there, he was expected to cover a territory of 
about a million sq. kms. with an ancient vehicle and an annual budget of £15. 
In spite of these constraints, he set to work with characteristic energy. 
During the next couple of years he further clarified the Victoria Falls se-
quence on the basis of what had been done by Jones and Armstrong. He was 
aided in this by geologist F. Dixey and paleontologist H.B.S. Cooke, who was 
to become a leading authority on late Tertiary and Quaternary fossil animals 
in Southern and Eastern Africa. In 1939, Clark also resumed excavations at 
Mumbwa Cave in the Kafue basin, where the Italian Scientific Expedition (with 
Dart on the staff} had worked a decade earlier. This greatly supplemented 
knowledge of late Pleistocene and Holocene prehistory in another portion of 
the Southern Province. Clark's efforts were cut short by the war, and for 
most individuals this would simply have been a five- or six-year hiatus. But, 
while serving as a British officer in Somalia and Abyssinia, he managed to 
carry out a major archaeological survey and, in effect, do his Ph.D. disser-
tation research. 
From 1880-1925, archaeology in the neighboring Congo had been primarily a 
matter of collecting and describing surface finds. J. Colette began the first 
substantial study in 1925 with his excavation of stratified deposits at Kalina 
Point on the lower Congo River. He employed local terms, no longer in use, 
for the industries encountered, but his work was quite sound.4.6 Around this 
time, Oswald Menghin described what he called the Tumbakultur, referring to 
certain lithic assemblages with a large component of heavy picks and similar 
tools, but he used only surface finds47 and gave no indication of exact pro-
venience. "Tumbian" was also employed by T.P. O'Brien in 1937 for comparable 
collections from Nsongezi in Uganda, and Leakey and Owen followed suit in 1945 
when describing related materials from western Kenya. Most workers soon came 
to favor Wayland's term, Sangoan, based on his collections from Sango Bay on 
Lake Victoria. 
In 1934, Francis Cabu began investigations in other parts of the Congo and 
eight years later brought his materials from Kasai and Katanga to Johannesburg 
in order that they might be evaluated by Lowe and Breuil. The results were 
published shortly afterward in a pair of papers48 that introduced the terms 
"Lupemban" and "Tshitolian" for the two most important post-Tumbian/Sangoan 
variants of the Stone Age (it was implements of Lupemban type that Zboinsky 
had. found at Manyanga in the 1880s). 
In northeast Angola, J. Janmart, chief of the Prospecting Department of 
the Companhia de Diamantes de Angola, was the leading figure in regional pre-
history from 1937 until his death a few years after the war. He wrote several 
monographs, one in collaboration with Breuil (1950), after carrying out sys-
tematic geological and archaeological surveys in Lunda. When Leakey visited 
the area in 1948 and wrote his own paper a year later, he followed Wayland in 
using "Sangoan" for the pre-Lupemban industrial aggregate. 
The first Geological Survey in East Africa 
Wayland in 1919. Within the next few years, 
was established in Uganda by 
his combined geological and 
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archaeological fieldwork led him to define not only the Sangoan but also the 
"Kafuan" and "Magosian" industries, neither of which has stood the test of 
time. The Kafuan, supposedly a pre-Oldowan stage of what was then called the 
"Pebble Tool Culture" or· "Pre-Chellean," based on crudely-flaked stones from 
river-gravel deposits, impressed Lowe and others but has now been abandoned. 
Probably these specimens resulted from natural fracture in high-velocity hy-
draulic situations and in any case derive from sediments whose putative Early 
Pleistocene date is questionable. The type-assemblage from Magosi, with its 
combination of Middle and Later Stone Age technology, owed its character to 
the fact that the site itself was stratigraphically mixed. Perhaps Wayland's 
major contribution in the longer run lay in his efforts to correlate the Qua-
ternary geology and industries of Uganda with a series of climatic changes. 
In this, hews followed by Leakey and his associates, then by others, in es-
tablishing a pluvial/interpluvial chronology that came to be applied across 
the continent. For thirty years it dominated African prehistoric research and 
writing, being laid to rest by consensus only in the later 1950s.49 
In 1939, O'Brien published a general summary of Uganda prehistory,50 and 
van Riet Lowe joined Wayland there the same year. Convinced by both Wayland's 
"Kafuan Industry" and by his climatic orientation, Lowe wrote the first defin-
itive paper on the former and incorporated the latter in his monograph which 
appeared after the war, The Pleistocene Geology and Prehistory of Uganda.51 
Louis Leakey began his own long career of prehisoric research in 1926. In 
his initial work on the Naivasha and Nakuru basins in the-central Kenya Rift, 
he adopted Wayland's climatic chronology and, along with geologist J.D. Solo-
mon, applied it to Gamble's Cave and other sites. Eric Nilsson, a Swedish 
geologist, meantime was pursuing the same avenue in his own research. 
Leakey's Stone Age Cultures of Kenya Colony was published by Cambridge Univer-
sity Press in 1931, laying out the prehistoric sequence from Lower Paleolithic 
through the Neolithic. 52 Other books quickly appeared: Adam's Ancestors 
(London, 1934); The· Stone Age Races of Kenya (London, 1935); and Stone Age 
Africa (London, 1936). In 1945, he was appointed · Curator of the Coryndon 
Museum (now the National Museum of Kenya). 
Leakey's work, partly due to his frequently unconventional approach and 
expression of dogmatic opinions - by no means always proven to be in error -
drew a good bit of criticism. This was especially true of his discoveries of 
fragmentary hominid remains at Kanam and Kanjera on the Kavirondo Gulf in 
1932. In both instances·, he claimed !!· sapiens status for what he thought to 
be Lower and Middle Pleistocene fossils, although the actual stratigraphic 
context seemed open to some doubt. The debate grew so heated that, in 1934-
1935, another field party was assembled to re-investigate the find-spots. 
This group included Leakey, Wayland, Peter Kent, and P.G.H. Boswell. Bos-
well's report53 was so critical that both sets of fossils came to be re-
garded as being of the most dubious nature. 
Leakey was to find greater fortune and far better materials later on at 
Olduvai Gorge, although the real rewards came only within the last dozen or so 
years before his. death in 1972. No work had been done at Olduvai since Reck's 
prior to World War I, but in 1931 Leakey visited the area in the company of 
Reck, A.T. Hopwood of the British Museum of Natural History, Kent, D. 
Macinnes, and Vivian Fuchs. At .this time, as described in a tour guide handed 
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out to visitors at the Gorge during the 1960s, Reck "formally handed over the 
scientific rights to work in the Gorge to Dr, Leakey." The next year, Leakey 
returned with Wayland, who later wrote a report on the geology. While never 
published, this apparently was quite similar to the description given R,L. Hay 
from 1963 and fully detailed in Hay's Geology of the Olduvai Gorge (Berkeley, 
1976).54 In 1935, Leakey, Mary Leakey, Kent, Stanhope White, and Peter Bell 
spent some months there. Between then and 1960, financial problems and the 
. war prevented anything but brief visits, and even the results of the 1931-35 
investigations were not published until i951 (Olduvai Gorge, Cambridge Univer-
sity Press). Early hominid remains proved elusive until 1959, when Mary 
Leakey discovered the skull of "Zinjanthropus" eroding out of Bed I. 
Meanwhile, the teakeys continued their research on both earlier and later 
prehistory of Kenya. Each worked at the important Neolithic site of Njoro 
River Cave from 1938, and Mary excavated Neolithic and Iron Age components at 
Hyrax Hill outside Nakuru, During the war, they began excavations at Olorge-
sailie, an ancient lake basin in the south with numerous Acheulian sites, 
using Italian prisoners as labor. Here they pioneered large-scale horizontal 
floor-exposures of the sort heretofore employed only on much later archaeo-
logical sites of more substantial and permanent nature. During those years, 
Louis doubled as head of the African Section, Special Branch C.I.D. 
Sporadic work continued in the Horn between the wars, including a visit to 
French Somaliland by the great French Jesuit paleontologist and philosopher 
Pierre Teilhard du Chardin in 1928-29, In 1930, he, Breuil, and P. Wernert 
excavated at Pore Epic Cave in northeastern Ethiopia, finding the first fossil 
hominid, a Neanderthaloid (?) jaw, from the Horn. P. Graziosi and his col-
league Puccioni did some work at the Bur Eibe Shelter in southern Somalia and 
later in the Nogal Valley. However, it was not until J,D. Clark carried out 
more intensive investigations during spare time while with British forces in 
Somalia and Ethiopia that an overall summary of the region's prehistory could 
be assembled. He used his results after the war for a Ph.D. thesis at Cam-
bridge, published subsequently as The Prehistoric Cultures of the Horn of 
Africa (Cambridge, 1954). 
During his tenure as the Commissioner for Anthropology and Archaeology in 
the Sudan Government from 1938-48, A.J, Arkell excavated the Shaheinab Neo-
lithic settlement at Khartoum,55 which was ultimately seen to be part of a 
broad Saharo-Sudanese cultural, or at least technological, tradition. In the 
same area, he excavated a seemingly earlier "Mesolithic" site featuring seden-
tary settlement and ceramics but no domesticates. The huge settlement of 
Jebel Moya, between the Blue and White Niles about 170 miles southeast of 
Khartoum, which F. Addison had begun work on in 1910 (but did not publish 
until 194956) seemed to combine Shaheinab-like elements with others of Mero-
itic origin. It was also significant in producing about. 1400 human skeletons, 
probably the largest such sample from Africa. The Singa skull, found on the 
Blue Nile by W.R.G. Bond in 1924, remains the only fossil hominid from Sudan. 
As with the Boskop skull, archaic Bush-Hottentot attributes have been sug-
gested for this. 
The first stone tools, from river alluvium and construction projects, in 
the Central African Republic were identified by Prof, Lacroix and Felix Eboue 
around 1930, Lacroix's material was published by Breuil in 1933. About this 
time P. Jouenne wrote a paper on Senegalese megaliths, a type of monument that 
is also well known in the C.A.R, 
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In West Africa, work on the Paleolithic and the "Guinea Neolithic" con-
tinued, building on previous results. H.J. Braunholtz (1926) described Paleo-
lithic and Neolithic tools from Nigeria, and H. Balfour (1934) identified 
Acheulian-type cleavers from the north. Cave explorations were conducted in 
French Guinea by R. Delcroix and R. Vaufrey, and B. Fagg carried out excava-
tions at Rop Shelter in Nigeria (publishing their results in 1940 and 1944 
respectively}. Thurstan Shaw dug Bosumpra Cave in the Gold Coast in 1944, the 
first microlithic site in present-day Ghana. The association, later confirmed 
by several other excavations, of pottery and stone tools in the Guinea Coast 
was initially noted by R.P. Wild in Ashanti (1934) and J.B. Jauze at Yaounde 
in the Cameroons (1941). To date, however, only the "Kintampo Culture" of 
Ghana, originally defined by Oliver Davies in the 1950s, has yielded clear 
evidence that such "Neolithic" expressions actually included domestication (in 
this instance, of ovicaprids and small cattle). 
In 1945, Fagg, an Assistant District Officer but also a trained archaeo-
logist, published the first paper on Nok terracottas of the early Iron Age57 
which are still regarded as the earliest (300-500 B.C.) examples of West Afri-
can sculpture. Eighteen more Ife heads came to light just before the war,58 
adding to the material obtained by Frobenius. Quite by accident, ritual bur-
ial deposits were exposed at Igbo Ukwu in eastern Nigeria,59 which later 
resulted in Shaw's excavations and final report. 60 These finds rival those 
of Ife in richness and complexity, suggesting the existence of a contemporary, 
or even earlier, civilization in this neighboring part of the country. 
The Early Post-War Years 
Archaeology in Africa after 1945 followed essentially the same course 
observable elsewhere: rather more emphasis on deliberate survey than depend-
ence on accidental discoveries; further l.mprovement of recovery techniques; 
more in the way of science-aided investigation, including a growing concern 
with environmental and ecological factors; and efforts to produce regional 
syntheses. Emphasis on classification and chronologies continued more or less 
unabated, but the advent of radiocarbon dating, after 1950, had the effect of 
gradually lessening the latter problem. The abandonment of overextended cli-
matic sequences during the same decade probably reflected use of this new 
technique (although there were other reasons for their demise) and, shortly 
afterward, of other chronometric ones as well (such as potassium-argon and 
magnetic polarity-reversal dating), The C-14 "revolution," however, was some-
what slower-paced in Africa, for the laboratories were mainly in the U.S. at 
first and thus less available to Africa-based workers. In 1959, there were 
still less than 50 radiocarbon dates for all .of Sub-Saharan Africa; within ten 
or twelve years the number had increased 15-20 times,61 making it far more 
feasible to align African prehistoric sequences with each other and with those 
of other world areas, 
A major step forward in professional communication occurred when Louis 
Leakey organized the first Pan-African Congress on Prehistory, which convened 
at Nairobi in 1947, Since then it has provided an important international 
forum for presentation and discussion of recent and ongoing research, and the 
Proceedings resulting from each session are essential reference works for 
those interested in African archaeology. Following the inception of the South 
African Archaeological Bulletin in 1946, other archaeological journals were 
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some time in appearing, the next one, Azania, not being founded (by Neville 
Chittick of the British Institute in Eastern Africa) until 1967. Although the 
West African Journal of Archaeology (originally edited by Shaw) did not come 
along until 1971, it had its roots in the West African Archaeological News-
letter (1963-70). 
Teaching of archaeology remained one of the greatest deficiencies: there 
was practically none. South Africa was something of an exception, with Good-
win and Lowe continuing for a time and students or younger colleagues of 
theirs such as B.D. Malan and Revil Mason gradually taking up the reins. The 
first professorship in West Africa was established in 1951, when the Univer-
sity College of the Gold Coast was founded, and it was more than a decade 
later before one was created in Nigeria. Peter Shinnie had begun a program at 
Makerere University College in Uganda, where it ·was combined with the one in 
history. The field still lay in the hands of a relatively few expatriates, 
most of them amateurs, foreign-trained archaeologists, or professionals from 
other disciplines. As late as 1965, it could be confidently stated that there 
was more than 10,000 sq. miles of territory for every archaeologist 
available. 62 
Early hominid studies received a considerable boost during these immediate 
postwar years. As already noted, further Australopithecine remains were found 
at Swartkrans and Makapan from 1946 onward. At first, even with additional 
finds, the status of the South African "man-apes" was viewed with a suspicion 
that sometimes almost seemed to amount to disdain. HoWeVer, there was some 
change. George Barbour and Teilhard du Chardin - both familiar at first-hand 
with the early-man discoveries at Choukoutien in northern China - looked at 
the sites and materials and the latter, after his visit in 1949, helped obtain 
Wenner-Gren support for additional research. There were still serious dis-
agreements about the age of the fossils. A few, like B. Kurten in Europe, 
opted for a date as late as the Middle Pleostocene, while R.F. Ewer placed the 
associated fauna in the early Pleistocene.63 Broom meantime argued that at 
least some of the hominid _strata were later Pliocene, a viewpoint in which he 
has since been vindicated. He never lived to see this, for, already in his 
mid-eighties, he died in 1951 and was replaced by his student and collabora-
tor, J.T. Robinson. 
Among those who examined the Taung skull when Dart took it to London in 
1931 was W.E. LeGros Clark. At that time, he had deferred to the opinion of 
his superiors (Smith Woodward and Sir Arthur Keith in particular) that the 
specimen was not hominid. In 1947, he went to South Africa to satisfy him-
self. After reviewing the new materials he was won over, announcing his con-
version before the initial meeting of the Pan-African Congress that same 
year. Keith revised his opinion at this time as well.64 W.K. Gregory of 
the American Museum of Natural History had already dorte so several years ear-
lier, when the teeth of the Taung skull had been freed of mineral matrix and 
could be fully studied.65 
Additional support was seemingly added in the 1950s when stone tools were 
reported from Swartkrans and Sterkfontein, and Dart introduced his arguments 
in favor of an "osteodontokeratic (bone-tool) culture" among the Australo-
pithecines. While these associations turned out to be very much less than 
straightforward, they certainly helped further a claim for hominid status. 
The date and geographical range of these and related fossils was not really 
clarified until the Leakeys produced "Zinjanthropus" and other fossils a_t 
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Olduvai, where new chronometric techniques were almost immediately utilized, 
and subsequent finds were made at East Turkana, Omo, Hadar, Laetoli, and else-
where in East Africa. 
Important Middle Pleistocene sites were being investigated as well: Way-
land returning to Nsongezi in the 1950; F.C. Howell, with his students Glen 
Cole and Sally Schanfield (later Mrs. Lewis Binford) at Isimila in 1957-58; 
J .D. Clark at Kalambo Falls from 1950; Merrick Posnansky and, later, Glynn 
Isaac following the Leakeys at Olorgesailie; and R. Mason at Cave of Hearths 
(1953-54) and Wonder boom ( 195 7). Geologists L. Cahen, J. Lepersonne, and G. 
Mortelmans worked on Pleistocene stratigraphy and archaeology in the Congo. 
Mortelmans, who had gone there early in the war, published the first modern 
synthesis of the area's prehistory. 66 Another important figure was J. de 
Heinzelin de Braucourt, whose excavations in the early Ishango middens of Lake 
Edward were among the most interesting. At the end of the decade, Clark was 
invited to carry on Janmart 's work in Lunda and quickly produced a number of 
definitive articles and monographs. There, as at Kalambo, he collaborated 
closely with E.M. van Zinderen Bakker of Bloemfontein, probably the only 
palynologist at the time doing archaeologically-related research on an exten-
sive basis anywhere south of the Sahara. Prior to beginning excavations at 
Kalambo, Clark had identified a new late Pleistocene and Holocene industry 
which he termed the "Nachikufan, 11 based on materials from cave and rock-
shelter sites in the northeastern part of Northern Rhodesia. In this and 
subsequent work, he strongly emphasized ecological factors in prehistoric 
human adaptation to the African environment. 
By this time, Clark had developed the Rhodes-Livingstone Museum into a 
first-rate research institution that drew many outside scholars (including 
this writer) into its web. R.R. Inskeep became Keeper of Prehistory in 1956, 
initiating serious Iron Age reserarch in Northern Rhodesia, although the real 
impetus came in 1959 when Brian Fagan took the post as Inskeep replaced Good-
win at Cape Town. 
Archaeological work in Southern Rhodesia increased also. C.K. Cooke con-
ducted excavations at various Middle and Later Stone Age sites in the north-
west, aided (as were others) by the geological expertise of Geoffrey Bond. 
Neville Jones, still active, published his Prehistory of Southern Rhodesia in 
1949. Keith Robinson dug at Khami Ruins in 1947-53, and both he and Roger 
Summers were at Inyanga from 1949-51. The two of them, with A. Whitty, then 
carried out new excavations at Great Zimbabwe in 1958 that further clarified 
the architectural and ceramic sequences. 
In 1950, Clark published The Stone Age Cultures of Northern Rhodesia and 
followed this in 1959 with The Prehistory of Southern Africa. Three years 
later, Mason's Prehistory of the Transvaal provided another useful regional 
synthesis. It also incorporated the first major attempt to present archaeo-
logical data on a formal statistical basis. The first effort in over two 
decades to encompass the prehistory of the entire continent was H. Alimen' s 
The Prehistory of Africa (1958, in English and French), a highly descriptive 
and somewhat limited resume that still employed the climatic chronology which 
was already coming into disrepute. The only other such endeavor since then 
has been ·Clark's book of the same name (The Prehistory of Africa, London, 
19 70). 
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Later prehistoric studies meanwhile went on in Kenya and other parts of 
East Africa, amplifying knowledge of the late Stone Age and Iron Age. The 
Leakeys and Archdeacon W .E. Owen identified the first examples of Early Iron . 
Age ceramics of the Urewe type in sites north of the Kavirondo Gulf,67 while 
Jean Hiernaux reported comparable "Dimple-base" ware (as it was then known) in 
association with iron-working in Ruanda. 68 Pottery of this kind is now 
regarded as belonging to the earliest Iron Age in the East African lakes 
region, including parts of Uganda and northern Tanzania. The Hyrax Hiil 
report was published in 194569 and that on Njoro River Cave in 1950.70 
E.C. Lanning, Peter Shinnie, and Merrick Posnansky approached the other end of 
the Iron Age time-scale in excavations of Ugandan sites like Bigo which had 
large earthworks, affiliated in local traditions with the near-legendary Bac-
wezi peoples. Like the work on the enormous cemetery at Sanga, in southern 
ZaYre, by J. Nenquin and Hiernaux in the mid-1950s, 71 such field projects 
reflected. efforts by archaeologists to link oral traditions with their own 
findings. Another new era of protohistoric research in East Africa was opened 
when investigations of old Arab settlements along the coast were undertaken by 
J.S. Kirkman, G.S.P. Freeman-Grenville, and Neville Chittuck at Gedi, Kilwa, 
and other sites. 
In Ghana, A.W. Lawrence, a Cambridge Classicist (and brother of T.E. Law-
rence "of Arabia, 11 who had an early career as an archaeologist himself), was 
appointed to the first professorship in archaeology in conjunction with the 
founding of the University College of the Gold Coast in 1951. He established 
a museums and 111onument board as well as a systematic site-survey (under Oliver 
Davies). His own particular interests, however, were centered on coastal 
European castles and trade forts of the early contact period. Lawrence was 
succeeded by Shinnie in 1958 (his post at Makerere falling to Posnansky, who 
later replaced Shinnie again in Ghana), who established a Department of Ar-
chaeology, secured archaeological participation in the Upper Volta Project, 
and worked on the Nubian Monuments Campaign. Having been introduced to Meroe 
by Arke 11 in 194 7, he returned there while a.t Ghana to begin what turned out 
to be a long and productive episode of excavation there. 
Nigerian archaeology found its real basis just after the war also. The 
Federal Department of Antiquities had already been established in 1943, and 
K.C. Murray became "Surveyor of Antiquities" three years later. In 1947, 
Bernard Fagg was appointed Assistant Surveyor (in efffect, government archae-
ologist), replacing Murray a decade later, with Ramo Sassoon as his deputy. 
There was no professorship, however, until Shaw (who had been working at Igbo 
· Ukwu) was given a new position at Ibadan in 1962. Within the year, Oliver 
Myres joined the Institute of African Studies at Ife, and American Donald 
Hartle went to the Department of History and Archaeology at the new Nsukka 
campus in eastern Nigeria. Museums had been created earlier, providing a 
solid basis for archaeological and ethnographic studies: the Jos Museum in 
1949-50, the Ife Museum in 1954, and the Nigerian Museum in 1957. 
John Goodwin carried out some work, without stunning results, at Benin on 
two separate occasions in the mid-1950s. More significantly, Frank Willett 
began his research on Ife at Old Oyo in 1958, at which time he was also 
appointed Archaeologist by the Department of Antiquities. A little-noted but 
rather historically important event occurred the following year when a 
Nigerian, Liman Ciroma, was given another such post in the Department. This 
appears to have been the first position of the· kind held by an African any-
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where south of the Sahara. Although Ciroma left the service in 1961 to join 
the government of the Northern Region, it was a portent of things to come. 
This seems a suitable place to end the narrative. From this time onward, 
burgeoning nationalism began to have an impact and, as already noted, there 
were major changes within the discipline itself. These included not only an 
accelerated accumulation of new data, ranging from Plio-Pleistocene to histor-
ical, but also the application of new methods in the recovery, analysis, dat-
ing, and interpretaton of materials. And within this last couple of decades 
one can safely say that there has been an awakening of the rest of the world 
with regard to Africa's importance in prehistory, not the least of it being 
the continent's unique role in the very origins of humankind. 
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